12/19/2085 13:32 



7709510933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 



Serial No.: 09/910,532 
Art Unit: 2654 

REMARKS : 

This is a full and timely response to the outstanding final Office Action mailed 

i 

October 20, 2005. Reconsideration and allowance of the application and presently 

i i 

pending claims, as amended, are respectfully requested. 

i 

Response to Rejection of Claims 1-20 Under 35 U.S.C. S I03fa^ 
Claims 1-20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being anticipated by 
Zfcjw (WO 02/31814) in view of Noshora (EP 08^8765). It is well-established at law 
tha^, for a proper rejection of a claim under 35 UJS.C. § 103 as being obvious based 
up<b a combination of references, the cited combination of references must disclose, 
tea ;h, or suggest, either implicitly or explicitly, all jelements/features/steps of the claim 
at issue. See, e.g., In Re Dow Chemical, 5 U.S.P|Q.2d 1529, 1531 (Fed. Cir. 1988), 
and In re Keller, 208 U.S.P.Q.2d 871, 881 (C.CJP^L 1981). 

a. Claim 1 | 

As provided in independent claim 1, Applicsjnts claim: 

A method for conducting a searfch for stored information, 
comprising the steps of: j 
presenting a user interface to a user;! 

receiving an identification of a particular search language in 
which to search from the user, the identification designating which 
particular database of a plurality of language databases is to be 
searched and which language is featured iyUhin the user interface; 
receiving a search query, and ! 

conducting a search of the particular database that contains 
information written in the identified language. 

i 

(Eijjiphasis added). j 

i 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 1 is allowable for at 
the reason that Thou in view of Nosohara dobs not disclose, teach, or suggest at 
the features of "receiving an identification fc>f a particular search language in 
to search from the user, the identification designating which particular database 
plurality of language databases is to be searched and which language is featured 

i 

the user interface" and "conducting a seajfch of the particular database that 
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cot tains information written in the identified language," as recited and emphasized 
abc[ve. 

! Rather, Zhou discloses at most an "apparatus for a language independent, 
! voijce-based Internet or Intranet search system." fage 2, lines 21-22. For example, 
: Zh\>u "automatically identifies] the language spoken by the user." Page 2, lines 25- 
! 29 1 As taught by Zhou, ,f [a]utomatic language identification allows users speaking 
; dif :erent languages to search the Internet or an intranet using a single system via their 
• owh voice without especially, telling the system jwhat language thev are speaking /' 



Pa>e 3, lines 24-26 (Emphasis added)* Therefore, Zhou fails to teach or suggest 
"receiving an identification of a particular search language in which to search from the 
us<[r," as recited in claim L Further, Zhou disclosejs a system where multiple language 
daljabases are used and the search results are initially returned in different languages. 
Pa>e 7 ? lines 18-20. Therefore, a plurality of language databases are searched by the 



syt tern in Zhpu in resp onse to.a search request. 



Regarding Nosohara, it appears to disclosfe that a user chooses a language to 
be {used in designating search conditions in one st^p and the user designates databases 
to be searched in a different step. See col. 4, line^ 35-42 and steps 100 & 101 of Fig, 
2. j Therefore. Nosohara seemingly allows a language database to be searched that is 



di; 



ierent from the language designated for search conditions . 



As a result, the proposed combination of thou in view of Nosohara does not 

i 

tedch or suggest at least "receiving an identification of a particular search language in 
wllich to search from the user, the identification designating which particular database 
of la plurality of language databases is to be searched and which language is featured 



wi hin the user interface " and "conducting a search of the particular database that 



contains information written in the identified language," since the cited references 
diejclose that a particular language database and the language featured in a user 
interface are not based upon a user-designation of a single identification of a particular 
set trch language. 

I Therefore, a prima facie case establishing an obviousness rejection by the 
pnfposed combination of Zhou in view of Nosoh&ra has not been made. Therefore, 
th<| rejection of claim 1 should be withdrawn. 
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b. Claims 2-9 ! 

Because independent claim 1 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dependent claims 2-9 (which depend from independent claim 1) are allowable as a 
ma ter of law for at least the reason that the dependent claims 2-9 contain all the steps 
anc . features of independent claim 1. For at least ttjis reason, the rejection of claims 2- 
9 s lould be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for allowability of 
claims 2-9, these claims recite further features ani/or combinations of features (as is 
apparent by examination of the claims themselvefc) that are patentably distinct from 
the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasbns why these dependent claims are 

; : 
1 - I 

allowable. j 

Accordingly, the rejections to these claims should be withdrawn. 

j 

i 
i 

j 

c. Claim 10 I 

i 

As provided in independent claim 10, Applicants claim: 

A universal search engine, comprising: 
means for interfacing with a user; ajid 

means for searching one of several different available 
language databases in one of several different available search 
languages identified by the user, wher&in a particular language 
identified by the user designates a language featured by the means 
for interfacing and a particular language database used by the 
means for searching. 

(E mphasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 10 is allowable for at 
leist the reason that Zhou in view of Nosohara does not disclose* teach> or suggest at 
lei^st "means for searching one of several different! available language databases in one 
of | several different available search languages I identified by the user, wherein a 
pa)rticular language identified by the user designates a language featured by the means 
fo : interfacing and a particular language database Used by the means for searching, "^as 
rei ;ited and emphasized above. j 

I Rather, Zhou discloses at most an "apparatus for a language independent, 
vc ice-based Internet or Intranet search system." IPage 2, lines 21-22. For example, 
ZJ ou "automatically identifies] the language spoken by the user." Page 2, lines 25- 
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: 29.1 As taught by Zhou, "[ajutomatic language identification allows users speaking 
different languages to search the Internet or an intijanet using a single system via their 
; owja voice without especially telling the system What languag e thev are sneaking." 
; Paj^e 3, lines 24-26 (Emphasis added). Therefore, Zhou fails to teach ox suggest 
j "mjeans for searching one of several different available language databases in one of 
I se^ eral different available search languages identified by the user, wherein a particular 
laiguage identified by the user designates a language featured by the means for 
interfacing and a particular language database usjsd by the means for searching/* as 
re<ited in claitn 10. Further, Zhou discloses aj system where multiple language 

| i 

da abases are used and the search, results are initially returned in different languages. 
Pake 7, lines 18-20. Therefore, a plurality of language databases are searched bv the 
s y kem in Zhou in response to a search request . 



Regarding Nosohara, it appears to disclose that a user chooses a language to 
be[used in designating search conditions in one st^p and the user designates databases 
to [be searched in a different step. See col. 4, linei 35-42 and steps 100 & 101 of Fig. 
2. j Therefore, Nosohara seemingly allows a language database to be searched that is 
di Terent from the language designated for search Conditions . 



m 



As a result, the proposed combination of fehou in view of Nosohara does not 
telkch or suggest at least "means for searching! one of several different available 
language databases in one of several different available search languages identified by 
thb user, wherein a particular language identified bv the user designates a language 
fe atured bv the means for interfacing and a particular language database used bv the 



ans for searching *" since the cited references! disclose that a particular language 



Etabase and the language featured in a user interface are not based upon a user- 
designation of a single identification of a particular search language. Therefore, a 
pi$ma facie case establishing an obviousness rejection by the proposed combination of 
Zhou in view of Nosohara has not been made. .^Therefore, the rejection of claim 10 
should be withdrawn. 

i 

d. Claims 11-15 j 

Because independent claim 10 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dependent claims 11-15 (which depend from independent claim 10) are allowable as a 
m latter of law for at least the reason that the dependent claims 11-15 contain all the 



-8- 

PAGE 9/12 ' RCVD AT 12/19/2005 12:29:46 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/27 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:7709510933 * DURATION (iwn-ss):04-06 

BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



12/19/2085 13:32 



7709510933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 



I Serial No.: 09/910,532 

Art Unit; 2654 

i 

eleibents and features of independent claim 10. F<br at least this reason, the rejection 
of <|lairas 11-15 should be withdrawn. j 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for allowability of 
claims 11-15, these claims recite further features And/or combinations of features (as 
is Apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that are patentably distinct from 
the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why these dependent claims are 
allowable. j 

e. ■ Claim 16 i 

i 

As provided in independent claim 16> Applicants claim: 

Search engine software stored on a computer readable medium, 
comprising: j 

logic configured to present a user interface to a user; 
logic configured to receive an identification of a particular 
search language from the user; \ 

logic configured to receive a search query with the user 
interface; and j 

logic configured to search a particular database of a plurality 
of language databases that contains information in the identified 
language, wherein the identified language is featured within the user 
interface. j 

i 

(Emphasis added). 

i 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 16 is allowable for at 
leAst the reason that Zhou in view of Nosohara ddes not disclose, teach, or suggest at 
leist "logic configured to receive an identification jof a particular search language from 
th& user" and "logic configured to search a p4rticular database of a plurality of 
language databases that contains information in tjhe identified language, wherein the 
identified language is featured within the user interface," as recited and emphasized 
afcfove. I 

Rather, Zhou discloses at most an "apparatus for a language independent, 
vdice-based Internet or Intranet search system." :Page 2, lines 21-22. For example, 
Zhou "automatically identifies] the language spcjken by the user." Page 2, lines 25- 
2S L As taught by Zhou, "[a]utomatic language identification allows users speaking 
different languages to search the Internet or an intranet using a single system via their 
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i 

owm voice without especially telling the syste m 4vhat language they are speakin g" 
Pa^ie 3, lines 24-26 (Emphasis added). Therefore, Zhou fails to teach or suggest "logic 
configured to receive an identification of a particular search language from the user" 
anci "logic configured to search a particular database of a plurality of language 
databases that contains information in the identified language, wherein the identified 
language is featured within the user interface/ 1 asj recited in claim 16. Further, Zhou 
disposes a system where multiple language databases are used and the search results 
are! initially returned in different languages. Pjige 7, lines 18-20. Therefore, a 
olifralitv of language databases are searched b v the system in Zhou in response to a 



sei rch request . 



be 
to 



Regarding Nosohara, it appears to disclosje that a user chooses a language to 
lused in designating search conditions in one st^p and the user designates databases 
he searched in a different step. See coh 4, line^ 35-42 and steps 100 & 101 of Fig. 
Therefore. Nosohara seemingly allows a la nguage database to be searched that i? 



di ferent from the language designated for search Co nditions 



As a result, the proposed combination of piou in view of Nosohara does not 
teach or suggest at least "logic configured to receive an identification of a particular 
se lurch language from the user" and "logic configured to search a particular database of 

1 plurality of language databases that contains information in the identified language, 
w Wein the identified language is featured withiji the user interface, M since the cited 
references disclose that a particular language database and the language featured in a 
uiier interface are not based upon a user-de$ignktion of a single identification of a 
particular search language. Therefore, a prima facie case establishing an obviousness 
rejection by the proposed combination of Zhoulm view of Nosohara has not been 

m&de. Therefore, the rejection of claim 1 6 shoul4 be withdrawn. 

i 
i 

i 

f. Claims 17-20 j 

Because independent claim 16 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dependent claims 17-20 (which depend from independent claim 16) are allowable as a 
n latter of law for at least the reason that the dependent claims 17-20 contain all the 
filatures of independent claim 16. For at least this reason, the rejection of claims 17- 

2 ) should be withdrawn. 
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i 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for allowability of 
claifoas 17-20, these claims recite further features ajnd/or combinations of features (as 
is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that are patentably distinct from 
the^cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why these dependent claims are 

allowable. | 

Accordingly, the rejections to these claims siould be withdrawn. 

j 

CONCLUSION 

In light of the foregoing amendments auk for at least the reasons set forth 

i 

abj>ve, Applicants respectfully submit that all objections and/or rejections have been 
traversed, rendered moot, and/or accommodated,; and that the pending claims are in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the present 
ap plication and all pending claims are hereby courteously requested. If, in the opinion 
of fee Examiner, a telephonic conference would expedite the examination of this matter, 
th-b Examiner is invited to call the undersigned agerit at (770) 933-9500. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Charles W. Griggers 
Reg.jNo. 47,283 
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